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for, on his view, the sole reality lies in the individual,
which he supposes to be given in sense, and thought
cannot possibly go beyond what is so given. To
account for the particular by the universal was, in his
view, as if one should seek to explain things by giving
them a collective name, and then by pretending that
there was some mysterious entity designated by this
name, which was not in the particulars.

Now both Plato and Aristotle are particularly
scornful when they come across this crude kind of
Nominalism, which sees nothing in the world but
a.collection of isolated individuals. Thus Plato in
the Sophist speaks of those who regard it as a
feast of reason to be ever showing that the one
cannot be many nor the many one. "You have
met such people, Theaetetus, old fellows who have
taken to philosophy late in life, who from poverty
of thought are full of delight in such subtilties,
and think that they have found in them the grand
secret of philosophy."1 Aristotle mentions Antisthenes
by name as the maintainer of this doctrine, and
declares that it showed him to be a man of no
culture who did not understand dialectic. Still it is
clear that Antisthenes was useful to Plato and Aristotle,
at least as an irritant; for he stimulated them to
develop their logical principles, and to show that
thought moves not by identity alone, but by identity
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